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AjBSTRACT 

! A summary of the results of lang 
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Summai^ Results Of The DoD^^ 
^ Mat^eiTiatlas Assessment Grades 3 and 6, 1,978 

The Department of Dofenso Dependonta Schodls (DoDDS) odmlnlslerod the Language Arts 
and Marfiflmatlcs suiVev^ aaW^ment tests to approKlmately 2aM0 pupils In the three rGglon'a 
schools during May.197|/Thlpe presents a summary oj the reaults. ^ , 

Baekground ' / ) / 

The survey achievement t^sts \Np\fi Jd^tly developed by DoDDS ana the Westlnghouse Learn* ^ 
Ing Corporatloh/ Theteats focOs on program evaluation and measure pupil achievement In 
Reading, Language Atip\ arid Mathematics. Each of the sub tests contain tests Items 
measuring specific DoDD^ program objectives. Approximately lOOtest Items were devel* 
oped to measure pupil achlpvement for each of the three sub^tests, ^ / 

PrMttduras / i ^ 

A sampling technique was emplpyed which gathered pupirassessment data against qll 300 
test Items, However, each pupil was required to respond to only BOBampled Ijems, The data 
collected using this sampling procedure provide reliable in6 valid group performance Infor*^ 
matron. They do not* however^ allow for reporting Individual pupil and classroom results; 
Scores ar6 reported for the school, the reglonr^d for the entire poDDS school system* 

Standai'ds ' ^ ^ 

Curriculum specialists and teacher^roupifrom within poDDS established mlrilmally accept- , 
able and desirable levels of achlevebentj^Mach test Item, The?e standardi were aggre= * 
gated to yield a program expectancy ra^ge for each jof the sub^ontent areas or program 
objectives. The^^wer end of the program expecta^yTange represents the njlnlmally accept 
ibie group performance level^ group score at or belo\V this level would Indicate a weak- 
ness area fot this component^ thf^:an^uage Arts or M^ematlcs curriculum. The upper 
end of the range represents desirable or optimal levels dtgroup achievement. Group scores 
falling at or above this end of the range would Indicate program strength areas. 

Many of the test items supplied by Westlnghouse had been administered to a selected sample 
of sixth grade students in sqhool districts across the country. The aggregated scores for 
this group jDf sixth graders are presented next tdi^the DoDDS scores as one means of com* 
paring perforrtiance. In all cases, exbept one, DoDDS pu^il performance exceeded that of 
the compartson groups. The comparison group's scores also allow for some ludgment con^ 
cernirig the validity and ^curacy of the pre^set program expectancy ranges. 
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Third Grade 

Language Artft , ^ 

Pupil porformanco rosult^ for tho six contortt oroas iQStod by tho third orado Lanfluago Aria 
sub-test are prosonted In Table 1. For all six areas DoDDS third orado pupils continued In 
1978 to score above the deslrab|o standards sot by tho schobi sy'stom. The AgoroflatQd pGf- 
, formanco in the fo<jr traditional reading content areas, intorp'rotatlon, comprohenslon, word 
meaning and structure, and sound to symbol rolatlonshlps, sugoost a relatively high level of 
achievement In roadlng for tho 10,000 + pupils who wore administered this tost, A thorough 
follow-up of porformanco on each Itom for each of the content areas should substantlato 
this interpretation, Tho group porformancqon the items comprising tho spelling aiid study 
skill areas Is also strong, particularly wh^n compjirod to the program expectancy range set 
for these content areas. - ^ ^# , i 

Mathematics ^ ' • 

Viewed across the oievon content aroas to flfel (Tobm 2), third grade mathomatlcs.achlovo- 
ment was generally at or atfovo tho upper limits of the expectancy rangos sot, This'is con- 
sistent with the previous year's resufts, Tho aggregated results for the five basic^rtiputa- 
•tlon skill areas, numeration, addition, subtraction, mulliplicaiion and division,' suggest con- 
■ tinuod strong group perfprn^ance; tho exception was>subtractlon, wh^oro results corttlnued 
within the middle of the banfl. Again, a full item analysis for each content area will yWld a 
more definitive interpretation.. • ' • \ 
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Sixth Grade 



Ton contont flfoaa wofci linnoaflocljn thn nmh nriulu Conouimo Artn nuh lonl (tithlo 3). For tho 
two conioiif Areas dirddlly roprurumilnfl ffiaaimj nkllUh canipfofionnlon ami word iTioAniriq ' 
and atfucturo. pupil pofformanco (or both yoara was dianiflcuntly atx^vo that of a rapfosonta^ 
tlvo U.S. population. In addition, thin pof(ofman|o wan at br al>ovo Iho donlratilo oxpociancy 
lovoln sot. For tho romalalnq Lannuago Artu cofnont nrna5, DoDDS pupil pofformanco ox* 
coodod that of tho comparison nroupa. ^ouultrt for writinq nkm, unano, »polllnn and capital* 
Uatlon suaoost strono achloyomont lovoln for tho^o aroa^, pfiUlculorly whon thn DoDPS por^ . 
(ormanco Is comp^od with that of tho cofDparttion qroup^ and tho otandards Bot by tho 
school syalom. ThoTolatlvoly poor performanco In tho sonlonco patlornfi and tionfando corTV 
> pononts contont aroa/oqutror* (urlhor itorn analynis. Onu nxplanation may bo tho Hums *1> # 
thomBolvos, which uao traditional nrammor tnfminolony no lonflor ufiid in tho olomontary 
sohootBioteBOh about thOBtructufoof inntiRh. Tho iRp.^ttTBt RropresentativBU.S.-populn- 
tion htfd olmilnr cjilflculty with thin not of itomn nivnr» nort^t? ovklonco of tuippori to tho intorprtv 
tatlon. in qonoflrrDoDDS pupil per (drrtaafjco approacmKl or ei^caocjed tho desirable lovola of 
achlovornont ostablUihod to ovaluato ^ho Languaqo Artn proQrani/Onlyifhtho contont aroas 
of Bonlonco paltorns and punctuaiion (loon tho DoDDS j)nrforfT>ancD dfipMrt frorn tho uppor 
levolsof tbo progri\m axpqctancy fanciim. 
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Grade 6 
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